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that 'the assumption for the private language argument cannot
be that a man is trying to keep a dairy with only the sigh 'E*.
We must assume that he has at his disposal a set of signs inter-
related by means of a network of merely linguistic rules and a
good deal more.'5
Wittgenstein's definition makes the privacy of the language
depend solely on the privacy of the objects the language is.
used to think about From the above definition, however it
does not follow that, e.g. a private language cannot have a single;
word in common with a public language.
According to Castaneda 'private object' has several senses viz,
(1) one which the speaker alone can (logically can) have expe-
rience of or be acquainted with; (2) an object whose existence is*
(logically) determinable by the speaker alone.'6 But Wittgenstein:
attacked the mixed languages which involve the idea of a private-
object in any of the senses.
Castaneda's point is that Wittgenstein's discussion relates to>
the assumption that privatus (person who speaks and writes*
private language) wrote the isolated symbol *E' or a calender,
while he is not given the privilege of using the rest of Privatish.
(which is 'private, contains several logical signs). Castaneda,
concedes that Wittgenstein's suggested arguments are effective im
showing the absurdity of private language of certain species;
with no logical terms, with only one rule, with only one sign 4E'
etc. But by (1) and (2) above it is a mistake to conclude from
*his alone that those arguments dispose of the other species, or
that there is no other species to consider.
According to Castaneda, it is not clear that Wittgenstein is.
concerned with the issue between a public and absolutely private
language. Very naturally, one would expect to find many cases,
of private language all linked up by series of family resemblances.
The idea of a private language is so obscure that there are many
5.  Castaneda, H.R, /The private language argument as a redctio adi
absmxfum', The private language argument ed~ by O JU Jbnes*,p-136-
6.  Ibid, as (last page), p. 137.    .